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A. Background

BLM Office: Rawlins Field Office Case
Proposed Action . 5 :
Title/Type: Wertz Water Injection Line pips

Location of Proposed
Action:

T.26 N, R. 89 & 90 W.Carbon

Description of Proposed New ROW
Action:

grant for a buried pr¢
ROW boundaries an an existing
B. Land Use Plan Conformance

Record of Decision and

Land Use Plan Approved Rawlins
Name: _Resource Management Dite

The proposed action is in conformance with the applicable
the following LUP decision(s):

Development of oil and gas reserves is in conformance w
2.3.7 Minerals (page 2-20), Management Objectives, 2. P
development of conventional and unconventional oil and
project is also in conformance with Section 2.3.5 Lands a
Respond to internal and external requests (e.g., pipelines,

The proposed action is in conformance with the LU
because it is clearly consistent with the following LUP de

The Resource Management Plan was amended by the Recor
Management Plan Amendments Jor the Rocky Mountain Reg
Regions of Lewistown, North Dakota, Northwest Colorado, ¢

C. Compliance with NEPA

The Proposed Action is categorically excluded from further ¢
Policy Act (NEPA) in accordance with 51 6 DM 11.9(E), or 4

(12):  Grants of right-of-way wholly within the bounda

way.

This categorical exclusion is appropriate in this situation because t
having effects that may significantly affect the environment. The
extraordinary circumstances described in 43 CFR 46.215 apply.
categorical exclusion, are listed and described in Table 1.

I considered the proposed Wertz Water Injection Line pipeline

file Serial Number:

2016 0131 CX

WYW-185371

line / ROW Alt Water Disposal MLA

& Sweetwater

pduced water pipeline that will be placed within the
produced water pipeline.

December 24, 2008

Approved/Amended: September 21, 2015

LUP because it is specifically provided for in

ith the RMP decision as described in Section
rovide opportunities for exploration and

gas, coal, and other leasable minerals. This

nd Realty (page 2-16), Management Objectives, 6

access roads) for land authorizations.

P, even though it is not specifically provided for,
tision(s) (objectives, terms, and conditions):

d of Decision and Approved Resource

ion, Including the Greater Sage-Grouse Sub-
ind Wyoming (September 2015).

locumentation under the National Environmental
13 CFR 46.210:

ries of other compatibly developed rights-of-

here are no extraordinary circumstances potentially

proposed action has been reviewed, and none of the
T

nese circumstances, and the rationale specific to this

project and the project design features in my




evaluation, and find that the Proposed Action would not have s
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Table 1. Extraordinary Circumstances WYW-185371
Affected
Extraordinary Circumstances Rationale
Yes/No
Have significant impacts on public health or . ]
(a) sty e b P No The proposed project would not affect public health or safety.
Have significant impacts on such natural
resources and unique eographic . o .
T T histgric of fultlzlral The proposed project would not have significant impacts on
resources; park, recreation or refuge lands. such natural resources and unique geographic characteristics as
wil dernes’s pare;S' wild or sceniz riversr historic or cultural resources; park, recreation or refuge lands;
b) | national natural Ia’m P soie. o orinci ai o wilderness areas; wild or scenic rivers; national natural
B T — ,rime fafm]angy landmarks; sole or principal drinking water aquifers; prime
Wetlan(;s (EO Iql 990)_’ Izloo doking (& O’ farmlands; wetlands (EO 11990); floodplains (EQ 11988);
11988); national mon,uments‘p ey natipnal monuments; migratory birds; and other ecologically
: ’ . i significant or critical areas.
birds; and other ecologically significant or E 0
critical areas.
Have highly controversial environmental : . ;
effects Ogr yinvolve isSalved  contichs The| proposed project would not have highly controversial
(c) | concerning alternative uses| of available No environmental effects or involve unresolved conflicts
. £ (Mational Bivironmental Polic conderning alternative uses of available resources (National
Act Section 107 Q2)E) ¥ Environmental Policy Act Section 102(2)E)).
Have highly uncertain and potentially ’ s )
(@ | significant environmental offdets or fnvolve No The jproposed project would not have significant environmental
e I—— effeqts or unknown risks have been identified.
Establish precedent for future action or : .
W ;) Heidon . ikl dboot g The |proposed project would not have establish precedent for
(e) fufu i consilerdic Svith P e No future action or represent a decision in principle about a future
n : e .
e p—_— = cons|deration with significant environmental effects.
Have a direct relationship to other actions ) . . 3 ;
with nd il irI:si nificant It The Proposed Action, when considered with other actions in the
69) . i y. g ) No area,| would not have cumulatively significant environmental
cumulatively  significant  environmental ¥ e
ol effects to BLM lands and/or resources.
Have significant impacts on properties listed, ; - ;
or eli Tble P lils)tin 05 tlljle National The proposed project would not have significant impacts on
(2) Re istegr of Historic Plag(;es T —— No properties listed, or eligible for listing, on the National Register
i gbureau Y of Historic Places as determined by the bureau.
e g
Have significant impacts on species listed, or . i g ;
rovoseffl & e ﬁste d onp the List of The proposed project would not have significant impacts on
() gncfangere d or Threaten:e T — No species listed, or proposed to be listed, on the List of
Siiitagnt WBHES on desiike d’ Critical Endangered or Threatened Species, or have significant impacts
hag;tat for thesi . & on designated Critical habitat for these species.
Violate a Federal law, or a state, local, or The Proposed Action would not violate a Federal law, or a state,
p
(i) | tribal law or requirement imposed for the | No local, |or tribal law or a requirement imposed for the protection
protection of the environment. of the|environment.
L




Have a disproportionately high and adverse

: § 5 L . The Proposed Action would not have a disproportionately high
() | effect on low income or minority populations No 4 adv ffect on low i I — Jatio
; and adverse e on low income or mino opulations.
(Executive Order 12898). TP
Limit access to and ceremonial use of Indian < o :
; ; The proposed project would not limit access to and ceremonial
sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian . . , .
: o o use of Indian sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian religious
(k) | religious practitioners or significantly No i oo .
; . . pragtitioners or significantly adversely affect the physical
adversely affect the physical integrity of intderity of such sacred sites
. . egri S red sites.
such sacred sites (Executive Order 13007). grity
Contribute to the introduction, continued
existence, or spread of noxious weeds or As proposed, the project design features would ensure that this
non-native invasive species known to occur project would not contribute to the introduction, continued
M in the area or actions that may promote the N exigtence, or spread of noxious weeds or non-native invasive
0

introduction, growth, or expansion of the
range of such species (Federal Noxious
Weed Control Act and Executive Order
13112).

species known to occur in the area or actions that may promote
the |introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of such
spegies.




